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separately, but answers to them emerge, or rather can be disin-
terred from the general discussion of apperception, imagination,
and inner sense. It seems to me that the following is a fair though
somewhat condensed account of the position which Kant wishes
to defend.
1.  Inner sense and apperception tend to be assimilated (wrongly)
by psychological writers. The explanation of this is the difficulty
which these writers find in the assertion that we are affected by
ourselves in such a way as to provide the representational element
essential to sense perception.
2.  This difficulty disappears when we consider that appercep-
tion is based on the spontaneity of the understanding.   This
spontaneity consists, not merely in the ordering of the actually
presented data of jsense in accordance with the categories, but in
the activity of the imagination by which those data must he
supplemented in order to make possible an experience which is
unitary or coherent for thought as distinct from mere association.
3.  This synthetic activity is not inner sense, but is the reality
which affects that sense, just as objects are the reality which
affect outer sense; the understanding by its activity affects or
determines inner sense, but this determination of inner sense by
understanding does not mean, what superficially it might be taken
to mean, that inner sense is a something which is determined by
the understanding in the sense of being understood by it. On the
contrary affection is used in its ordinary literal sense. At a later
stage the data of inner sense like those of outer sense may be
'understood1, but that is not yet the question.
4.  The result of inner sense is to impose on the synthesizing
activity of the understanding (which in itself is non-sensuous and
therefore non-temporal in nature) a temporal form, so that the
timeless thinking which is the real self is'represented as a series of
discrete activities located in time, just as by outer sense the non-
extended thing in itself appears as located in space.
The function of the understanding assisted by the productive
imagination is then to introduce intelligible order into both these
manifolds, and the difficulty with which it is presented is (a) that
such order can be introduced into the manifold of inner sense only
after and not before it has beent introduced into that of outer
sense; (b) that such order can never be introduced into inner sense
unless time can first be postulated as a condition of the phenomena
of outer sense (as distinguished from timeless things in themselves